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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 3-11, 15-16, 22 and 23 have been examined. Application 10/036,009 
(ELECTRONIC SETTLEMENT APPARATUS ELECTRONIC SETTLEMENT METHOD, 
STORAGE MEDIUM AND COMPUTER DATA SIGNAL) has a filing date 12/26/2001 
and foreign priority 12/28/2000. 

Response to Amendment 

2. In response to Non Final Rejection filed 10/20/2008, the Applicant filed an 
Amendment on 04/17/2009, which amended claims 22 and 23. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, 
manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement 
thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements 
of this title. 

Claims 3-11, 15-16, 22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because they 
are directed to non statutory subject matter. Applicant's claims are written as apparatus 
claims however, they are claiming functional descriptive material (i.e. software) as 
"sending mechanism", "receiving mechanism", "determining mechanism" are defined as 
software. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out 
and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his 
invention. 
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Claims 3-11, 15-16, 22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 

paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 

subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. Said claims are indefinite 

because they are not apparatus claims. Claim 3-11, 15, 16 recite the limitation "said 

processor". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claims 3-11, 15-16, 22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Iked a (US 5,937,391 ) in view of Kanter (US 5,537,31 4). 
Claims 22 and 23, Ikeda teaches: 

An electronic settlement apparatus connected via a network to a remote terminal 
being operated by a buyer wishing to purchase a commodity, the electronic settlement 
apparatus comprising: 

a memory for storing discount points representing a property value to be associated 
with a buyer to which said discount points are assigned (see figure 8); 

a sending mechanism that generates a page and sends the generated page via the 
network to the remote terminal so that the remote terminal displays the sent generated 
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page instructing the buyer to input commodity data designating a commodity that the 
buyer wishes to buy and discount data designating discount points the buyer wishes to 
use for buying the commodity (see col 4, lines 25-35); 

a receiving mechanism that receives the commodity data and the discount data, 
which are sent from the remote terminal, the commodity data and the discount data 
being input by the user at the remote terminal (see col 4, lines 25-65) 

determines, as the discount points to be used for buying the designated commodity 
either one of the smaller of the discount points that is stored in the memory 
corresponding to the buyer and the discount points designated by an amount data 
received by the receiving mechanism when the seller has not specified the maximum 
value, 

an assigning mechanism that determines discount points to be newly assigned to 
the buyer based on the price of the commodity designated by the commodity data 
received by the receiving mechanism, and the discount points determined by the 
determining mechanism (see col 11, lines 10-65); 

and an update mechanism which updates the discount points stored in the 
memory of the buyer by a sum of an originally stored discount points and any newly 
assigned discount points subtracted by the discount points to be used as determined by 
the determining means when receiving settlement data representing an end of the 
settlement of the transaction of the commodity between the seller and the buyer (see 
col 11, lines 1-65). 
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Ikeda does not expressly mention that a determining mechanism that determines 
whether a seller selling the commodity designated by the received commodity data has 
specified a maximum value of the discount points the buyer can use in one transaction 
and determines, as the discount points to be used for buying the designated commodity, 
a smallest one of the discount points that is stored in the discount memory 
corresponding to the buyer, the discount points designated by the amount data received 
by the receiving mechanism and the specified maximum value discount points when the 
seller has specifies the maximum value. However, Kanter teaches that it is old and well 
known in the promotion art for a seller to set up a maximum allowed discount points that 
a user is allowed to use for redeeming any specific item (see col 24, lines 20-40). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the application was made, to know that Ikeda 's stores would set up a maximum allowed 
discount points that a user can use to redeem specific items in order to allow sponsors 
or sellers to have control in the point redemption. 
As per claim 3, Ikeda teaches: 

wherein said memory stores user identification data that identifies the user to 
which said discount points are assigned to be associated with said discount points, and 
a password associated with the said user identification data (see col 4, lines 25-35); and 

said processor obtains information and password representing said user; 
determines whether or not said memory stores said user identification data that 
identifies the user represented by said obtained information and said obtained password 
to be associated with each other; and stops obtaining said commodity data or said user 
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point data when determining that said memory stores neither user identification data nor 
said password to be associated with each other (see col 4, lines 25-35). 
As per claim 4, Iked a teaches: 

wherein said processor obtains information, which is supplied from an external 
device that is remote from the processor and which represents the user, in accordance 
with an instruction supplied from the external device, and generates said user 
identification data that identities the user represented by obtained information and said 
password associated with the said user identification data, and store said user 
identification data and password in said memory (see col 4, lines 25-60). 

As per claim 5, Iked a teaches: 

wherein said memory stores user information unique to the user identified by said 
corresponding user identification data to be associated with said user identification data 
(see col 4, lines 25-35). 

As per claim 6, Iked a teaches: 

wherein when said processor determines that said user identification data that 
identities the user represented by said information obtained by the processor and said 
password obtained by the processor are stored in said memory to be associated with 
each other, said processor updates said user information stored in grid memory to be 
associated with the said user identification data to user information supplied from the 
external device (see col 4, lines 25-65). 

As per claim 7, Iked a teaches: 
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wherein when said processor determines whether or not said settlement data is 
supplied to the processor until a predetermined time has elapsed after obtaining 
commodity data, and when said processor determines that no settlement data is 
supplied thereto, said processor abandons the obtained corresponding commodity data 
(see col 10, lines 15-25). 

As per claim 8, Iked a teaches: 

further comprising a settlement server, wherein said settlement server stores 
settlement points representing a property value to be associated with identification data 
unique to the said settlement points (see col 5, lines 30-40); 

determines whether or not said processor obtains said commodity data and use 
point data that designates an amount to be appropriate for the price of said commodity 
(see col 10, lines 15-25); obtains said identification data from an external device remote 
from the settlement server when it is determined that said processor obtains said 
commodity data and said use point data, decides that a difference between an amount 
of settlement points corresponding to the price of said commodity represented by said 
commodity data and an amount of settlement points corresponding to the discount 
points represented by said use point data is appropriate for the price of the said 
commodity, each settlement point representing a property value; and supplies said 
settlement data to said processor when the settlement points associated with said 
obtained identification data are more than said difference (see col 5, lines 20-40). 

As per claim 9, Iked a teaches: 
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wherein said memory stores conversion rate data representing a conversion rate 
between said discount points and settlement points, each settlement point representing 
a property value, and said processor specifies the amount of said settlement points 
corresponding to the discount points represented by use point data that designates an 
amount to be appropriate for the price of said commodity according to the conversion 
rate represented by said conversion rate data (see col 8, lines 1-25). 

As per claim 1 0, Iked a teaches: 

wherein said processor determines whether or not the price of said commodity 
represented by said commodity data reaches a predetermined minimum purchase 
amount, and decides that no discount point is assigned to said user when determining 
that the price of said commodity does not reach the predetermined minimum Purchase 
amount (see col 11, lines 1-10). 

As per claim 1 1 , Iked a teaches: 

wherein said processor determines whether or not the discount points 
represented by use point data that designates an amount to be appropriate for the price 
of said commodity obtained by the processor are more than predetermined available 
points, and handles said available points as discount points (see col 11, lines 1-35). 

As per claim 1 5, Iked a teaches: 

wherein said memory stores assignment rate data that designates discount 
points to be newly assigned to said user per unit quantity of the price of said commodity 
(see col 5, lines 30-40); and said processor decides a value obtained by multiplying the 
price of said commodity represented by said commodity data obtained by the processor 
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by the discount points designated by said assignment rate data as discount points to be 
newly assigned to said user (see col 5, lines 25-45). 
As per claim 1 6, Iked a teaches: 

wherein said commodity data includes point designation information that 
designates discount points to be assigned to a person who purchases said commodity 
represented by said commodity data; and said processor decides the discount points 
represented by said point designation information included in said commodity data 
obtained by said processor as discount points to be newly assigned to said user (see 
col 5, lines 25-40). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANIEL LASTRA whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6720 and fax 571-273-6720. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eric Stamber can be reached on 571-272-6724. The official Fax number is 
571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/DANIEL L ASTRA/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3688 
July 28, 2009 



